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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests entry of the remarks submitted herein. 
35 U.S.C S 102(b) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-6, 17-20, 26-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), as being 
anticipated by "MiniSafe MS4600 Series Safety Light Curtain," MiniSafe MS4600 Installation 
and Operating Manual, (07/08/1999), pages 1-39. Applicant respectfully traverses. 

"For a prior art reference to anticipate in terms of 35 U.S.C. § 102, every element of the 
claimed invention must be identically shown in a single reference." In re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 
USPQ2d 1566, 1567 (Fed. Cir. 1990). "The identical invention must be shown in as complete 
detail as is contained in the . . . claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 
(Fed. Cir. 1989). In other words, anticipation exists only if all the elements of the claimed 
invention are present in a product or process disclosed, expressly or inherently, in a single prior 
art reference. RCA Corp, v. Applied Digital Data Sys., Inc., 730 F.2d 1440, 221 USPQ 385 (Fed. 
Cir. 1984), cert, dismissed sub nom. Hazeltine Corp. v. RCA Corp., 468 U.S. 1228 (1984); see 
also, MPEP §706.02. In addition, in order to anticipate the elements in the single reference 
"must be arranged as in the claim under review." Id., (quoting Lindemann Maschinenfabrik v. 
American Hoist & Derrick Co., 730 F.2d 1452, 1458, 221 USPQ 481, 485 (Fed. Cir. 1948)). 

Applicant submits that the rejection of claims 1 - 6, 17 - 20, 26 - 33 fails because the 
cited reference fails to identically show all of the elements of the claims. For instance, Applicant 
cannot identically find in the cited reference, a teaching actuator operatively coupled with the 
programmable controls, as recited in claims 1 - -6, 17 - 20, and 26 - 33. Furthermore, Applicant 
cannot find in the cited reference the access door structured as slidable, as rotatable, as operably 
elevated, or combinations thereof to provide access to the programmable controls otherwise 
protected by the access door as recited in claims 1 - 6, 17 - 20, and 26-33. In addition, 
Applicant cannot find where an access door is disposed on a transmitting side of the housing 
assembly, as recited in claim 3. In addition, Applicant cannot find in the cited reference a 
teaching actuator that is released in a predetermined amount of time after cessation of visual 
indication of the visual indicators, as recited in claim 6 and 20. Still further, Applicant cannot 
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find in the cited reference a sensor configured to sense whether the access door is in the closed 
position or in the open position, as recited in claim 28. Reconsideration and allowance are 
respectfully requested. 

According to the Office Action, the cited references shows "a teaching actuator (e.g., 
switch settings)" and "the access door preventing physical access (e.g., inside receiver end cap 
10) (see Figure F-l on Page 39; and Page 4) to the programmable controls (e.g., program button 
must remove security screw)(see Page 4, Page 10, and Figure F-l on Page 39) and the teaching 
actuator (e.g., switches A and B). Page 3, Office Action. Applicant respectfully traverses. 

Applicant submits the "switch settings" of the cited reference are not a teaching actuator 
as recited in the claims. According to the Application, "[t]he at least one teach actuator 1 23 is 
used in conjunction with the visual indicators to implement the programming of the dip switch 
134" [i.e. switch settings]. Page 8, Paragraph [0018], Application. The application further states 
"[o]nce the dip switches 134 [switch settings] are disposed in a selected configuration, the teach 

actuator 123 is actuated, such as be depressing a button, for a predetermined amount of time 

[the user releases] the teach actuator 123 within a predetermined amount of time to implement 
the programming of the dip switches." Page 8, Application. Thus, the "switch settings" cannot 
be the teaching actuator as recited in the claims because the teach actuator is a separate 
component which implements the programming of the switches. 

Applicant further submits that the end cap of the cited reference does not prevent physical 
access to the switch settings and the program button in the cited reference. According to the 
Office Action, the "access door" is the end cap, and the program button must remove the security 
screw. However, the program button is not within the end cap (see p. 39 cited reference), and 
therefore the end cap is not preventing access to the program button. Furthermore, the end cap 
of the cited reference is not identical as being structured as slidable, rotatable or operably 
elevated. 

With respect to claim 3, the Office Action states that MiniSafe teaches the access door is 
disposed on the transmitting side of the housing assembly. Applicant respectfully traverses. 
Page 4 of the cited reference states "receiver" in the left column and lists "end cap" within the 
left column. In the right column, "transmitter" is stated and does not include the end cap. 

With respect to claim 6, the Office Action states that MiniSafe teaches that a "teaching 
actuator is released in a predetermined amount of time after cessation of visual indication of the 
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visual indicators (e.g., operator must press and release the START button." Page 5, Office 
Action. Applicant respectfully traverses. For independent claim 1, from which claim 6 depends, 
the Office Action states that the teaching actuator are the switch settings. However, now the 
Office Action states the teaching actuator is the START button. Applicant submits the cited 
reference cannot identically show the claimed elements since multiple different elements are 
being relied on to establish the rejection. 

With respect to claims 28 and 32, the Office Action states that MiniSafe teaches a sensor 
configured to sense whether the access door is in the closed position or in the open position, and 
further cites "see Page 4, Page 10, and Figure F-l on Page 39. However, no such sensor can be 
found. Further clarity is requested, or removal of the rejection is requested since no such 
element is identically shown in the cited reference. 

Applicant submits the reference fails to identically show all elements of the claims. 
Reconsideration and removal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

In the interest of clarity and brevity, Applicant may not have addressed every assertion 
made in the Office Action. Applicant's silence regarding any such assertion does not constitute 
any admission or acquiescence. Applicant reserves all rights not exercised in connection with 
this response, such as the right to challenge or rebut any tacit or explicit characterization of any 
reference or of any of the present claims, the right to challenge or rebut any asserted factual or 
legal basis of any of the rejections, the right to swear behind any cited reference such as provided 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 or otherwise, or the right to assert co-ownership of any cited reference. 
Applicant does not admit that any of the cited references or any other references of record are 
relevant to the present claims, or that they constitute prior art. To the extent that any rejection or 
assertion is based upon the Examiner's personal knowledge, rather than any objective evidence 
of record as manifested by a cited prior art reference, Applicant timely objects to such reliance 
on Official Notice, and reserves all rights to request that the Examiner provide a reference or 
affidavit in support of such assertion, as required by MPEP § 2144.03. Applicant reserves all 
rights to pursue any cancelled claims in a subsequent patent application claiming the benefit of 
priority of the present patent application, and to request rejoinder of any withdrawn claim, as 
required by MPEP § 821.04. 
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In addition, Applicant reserves the right to swear behind any references which are cited in 
a rejection under 35 U.S.C. §§102(a), 102(e), 103/102(a), and 103/102(e). Statements 
distinguishing the claimed subject matter over the cited references are not to be interpreted as 
admissions that the references are prior art. 

CONCLUSION 

The Examiner is invited to contact Applicant's Representative at the below-listed 
telephone number if there are any questions regarding this Response or if prosecution of this 
application may be assisted thereby. If necessary, please charge any additional fees or credit 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-3503. If any extensions of time are needed for timely 
acceptance of papers, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .136 and 
authorizes payment of any such extension fees to Deposit Account 50-3503. 
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